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 Monday, April 20, 2009 

Meeting Report 
 

Committee Members Attending:  M. Goodman-Hinnershitz, D. Sterner; S. Fuhs 
 
Others Attending:  L. Kelleher; V. Spencer, C. Younger, C. Jones, D. Hoag, C. Heminitz, and         
W. Heim 
 
Firing Range – Zoning Amendment 
Ms. Goodman-Hinnershitz explained that as the police firing range is being forced off the 
Reading Municipal Airport Property, it will be relocated to Fritz Island, which is currently zoned 
for preservation.  After considerable research it was decided to rezone Fritz Island for municipal 
use. 
 
Mr. Younger stated that the zoning amendment will be ready for introduction at the April 27 
regular meeting.  
 
Mr. Fuhs asked Chief Heim what type of training will occur at the firing range.  Chief Heim 
replied that all types of firearms training will occur mostly during the daytime hours.  He 
explained that police officers must qualify for firearms annually.  The police academy also 
utilizes the firing range.  
 
Mr. Fuhs inquired about the noise disturbance that it will cause to surrounding residential 
properties.  Ms. Hoag stated that the firing range will be placed in area that creates a sound 
barrier to prevent noise disturbances.  She noted that the closest residential properties are located 
in Cumru Township.   
 
Mr. Spencer inquired if this parcel is located in a floodplain.  Mr. Jones and Ms. Hoag replied that 
the property is not located in a floodplain.    
 
Mr. Spencer stated that a recent Airport Authority meeting he heard discussion regarding the 
extension of the firing range lease.  Chief Heim replied that the Airport Authority has given the 
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police department permission to use the firing range at the airport property for this last police 
academy class only.  After this last training session the police department will use the Cumru 
facility for the fall qualifications.  He stated that the department hopes to have the new facility 
opened at Fritz Island by 2010.   
 
Review of Capital Projects 
Mr. Jones provided the following recap. 
 

• Rehab Baer Park Playground is completed. 
• Bandshell rehabilitation is in design and a staff meeting is planned. 
• Handicapped ramp project in East Reading has started. 
• Third and Spring playground rehabilitation is in design.  
• Essex playground rehabilitation is in design.  
• Northmont playground rehabilitation has not started.   

 
Ms. Kelleher asked Mr. Hottenstein if the City Auditor has started audits of the projects 
underway and completed.  Mr. Hottenstein stated that he would follow up Mr. Cituk.   
 
Mr. Jones inquired about the status of the web casting project.  Ms. Kelleher stated that the City 
Solicitor is currently reviewing the sole source proposal that will allow the project to move 
forward without a RFP process.  She also noted the delays caused by the IT department that Mr. 
Hottenstein is attempting to correct.   
 
Mr. Jones reported that the bids for the Orange and Cherry park project are under review.  He 
also stated that the rehabilitation of the Bandshell will not affect the summer concerts sponsored 
by the Arts Council.  Construction at the Bandshell will be delayed until the concert schedule is 
concluded. 
 
East End’s Contract Update 
Mr. Younger stated that renegotiation of the East Ends contract is under way.  He stated that the 
city is looking for a three year lease that will increase the monthly rent payment by $250.00 to 
$750.00.  He stated that the lease also includes some specific plans for building improvements.  
The East Ends contract should be finalized within the next two weeks.  
 
Closure of Hillside Swimming Association 
Mr. Sterner stated that the Hillside Swimming Association is closed and is currently up for sale.  
Mr. Hottenstein stated that the City is not interested in purchasing the property due to the city’s 
current financial situation.   
 
Hazel Street Tunnel Project 
Representatives from Hill Associates and Black and Veatch entered the meeting to report on their 
findings.  Several tests were run in the Hazel Street area to learn if this area will be impacted 
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negatively by an underground tunnel that would be used to move waste water from the north 
area to the waste water treatment plant.   
 
Mr. Fuhs stated that as a study is not fully completed he has requested that the public meeting 
for Hazel Street neighbors be postponed.  It is expected that the study will conclude within the 
next 30 days and meeting will be planned with the Hazel Street neighbors in early June.   
 
Mr. Vosay from Hill Associates stated that the City is considering two conveyance options; the 
use of a pumping station or underground tunnel to move waste water to the waste water 
treatment plant.  He conveyed that the tunnel would run 110 to 185 ft below ground through 
bedrock.  He stated that testing has shown that the bedrock consists of Dolomite and Quartzite.  
He explained that a sinkhole occurs when cast ledge formation has collapsed.  He stated that state 
officials record sinkholes and displayed a map showing the location of sinkholes around Berks 
County.  He stated that to date the majority of the sinkholes in Berks County are located outside 
the City.  He reported that no sinkholes are reported in the Hazel Street area.  He then explained 
the difference between a sinkhole and a pothole. 
 
Mr. Vosay stated that the teams also tested to find evidence of a land fill under or around the 
Hazel Street neighborhood.  He explained that borings show the existence of sand and silt but no 
evidence of a land fill. 
 
Mr. Vosay explained that after testing it is believed that the installation of a tunnel under the 
Hazel Street area would not create or cause a sinkhole.  He explained that due to the depth of the 
tunnel and the use of low noise, low vibration methods area residents would hear nothing more 
than a sound similar to a truck motor.  He then explained that the composition below the Hazel 
Street area is 24 ft. of soil and 86 ft. of bedrock.  He explained that the cost estimate has not 
changed from that originally proposed.  He also explained that the use of the tunnel will 
eliminate the need the need for the 6th and Canal pumping station. 
 
Mr. Spencer noted the need for Council to gain a firmer understanding of the entire cost of the 
project.   
 
Mr. Jones stated that there is a $12,000,000 cost difference between the tunnel and the 
rehabilitation of the existing pumping station.  He stated that this cost is minimal when 
considering the total cost of the project and the cost to the user.  He noted that the use of a tunnel 
will also yield some cost savings as certain features at the waste water treatment will not be 
needed. 
 
Mr. Spencer again noted the need to understand the cost of the project and the cost to the user.   
 
The Public Works Committee adjourned at approximately 6:55 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted by Linda A. Kelleher CMC, City Clerk 
 
 


